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Abstract 

As part of a prdgrdm in which father-addlescen/t interactions ^re 
yideoiaped in a search for the determinahts of achievirtg behavior^ 
sa -:aBip1e of 27 father-adalescent pairs were studied as the two 
w(^*te^i together while the blindfolded adolescent built a tower of 
i rreg^^jsrly shaped blocks. UTScnnihaht function rreaiinent of 
cod^d anaflysis of verbal and non-^^^erbal benavior showed 
^fmi^icard sex differences In both Israeli subjects and a coroarlson 

df f^r':can%. Two-way A^CVAS carried out with the variables 
W^ch dl^crin^nated fathers* behavior to sons and daughters snowed 
thst, on iHe- wnole, Israeli f3tH?*rs w??^ cHose and colleoial with 
their il.^ughters, distant and uhihvelved with their sons. This contrasts 
with American fathers, who show the rcvcrfsc. The ^fhdlncs are 
interpreted in light of current social phenomena In Israel. 
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This study is a part of a program of research into the 
j^^mecedents of acnleving behavior which uses analysis of 
videotaped ihteraetlohs between fathers and their adolescent 
children ^s a technique for identifying factors related to 
achievemB,nt. A major concern is the s- idy of the detenninants 
of avoidance of success araohg women, .h two studies of AirerJcah 
families (Mausner, RHey, & Holnes, 1982; Maosher S Riley, 1553} 
it was foun^ that fathers denanstrated close "workl^n^ relations 
with sons Is the two v^drked together dh th^ Raven J^atrices and 
on d blindfold block-building task. The fathers were hcjt as close 
end collegia J with dauonters, although this difference 
r«ver^ed for an ariagrans tasR* 

The senior author is ah Israeli by birth and h^s nahy family 
contacts in the kibbutz novement. She had prcvidiifily repltcjtcd a 
part of the r?ausjier and Riley study usir^g block-building, with an 
urban sample in Israel. In this the subverts were observed directly 
by pairs of observers rather than videotaped {Woidislawsky, Tapper, 
Riley \ Maiusner. 1983). She found that Israeli fathers used nore 
reinforcement, praise arid crlricism than Americah fathers. The 
rathers of Tsraeii jirl^ dave rni hfb rcement and oraise. whereas the 
fathers of Israeli boys nave more criticism than American fathers. 
Since there are <ome impo'^rant differences in child rearing practices 
between the urban arid the kibbuti settirigs iri Israel, she proposed 
videotaping a sample of father^^silplesceht pairs in kibbutzim for 
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cdt^i^jariso?! with Li.;. An^erlcan ss^^l^. Unfortunately* dt^e to 
differences iff technfque (i.e. lack of videotaping) no coynparison 
with tfte urban Israeli sample could be carried out. 

It is well knoiwn that children in the kibbutz live apart 
from if\^\r families* Hoviever* they visit back and forth a great 
iieal, and the cbnaboratien arndhg parent, rnetapelet {child care 
worker! and teacriers Is close (Cevereau^ Shouval, 3ronfenDremi*?r, 
Rogers, e^t ^].^ 1973;. Parents are very warn and affectionate 
with cnUdr«u hissing and tduchinc them freouehtly. The ^act 
rhat yje fei^ hour^ parents and children spend together are 
sa^ctai neans thai tnere are rew quarrels* and that there is little 
confroritatioh or puhlshneht. Fathers and mothers seern to Dlay 

the atte^^pt to erase tradity:nal differences in sex roles 
ch^racteri^ti ^: Jewish corrnuhitiH Eastern £urbbe in the 
party days of the kibbutz ?!;ibvemeht ?ias almost ceased. Women todav 
ter^4 to focus an the care of children, on clerical work ano 
housekeeping task*;, even in the most radical kibbut2in (Mednick^ 
1975; Katz* 1977; Gbodhlll, 1981). As a result, it was expected 
that the kibbut: cample would show the same trends as that from 
the United States. Thit is, it was expected that fathers would 
<how close wdrkinn relations with boys* since Israel is 
n/itcrv6tisly a fnichly 'JchieveSierit oridhted society, and the small 
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PJinoHty of kibisuti renters ar§ an elT)t#, And it S»£ fslt that 
fathers woald-faTI to show such good worfetng T^lations »itf« their 
daupters. 

Method 

Saajects 

Tne suojects wfre 37 fcibbutz hfght school sopnornores and their 
fathert. There .>ere 17 boys and 20 girls, all frwn intact famlies.. 

~-e ieauiprent consisted of a Panasonic portable color vide© 
cassetts recortjer and camera, and an electrovoice nicrephone. 
rhirty-six irrecuiarly shaped blocks were ysed for the task. A 
tiner was used to time both tasks. 
g^^ocedure 

Letter? were sent to several of the kibbutsira durihq the 
nohth of 'iovawier, 1982, in order to infom then of the nat,ure 
of the st'joy. Dunnq the month of January, 1983, the Sxberiniehfprs 
:-ade teleshonie and peP-^cna! contact: to set iiq appointrents iu ..iilch 
the chf lid and the- father would be ^v^ilable for participation. The 37 
subjects ;*erB cested in eight deferent kibbutzim. 

A *at)I.} was found, osnall? in the dinin<| area, oh which the 
tasks could be carried out. The father and '^ild wen? positioned so 
that licnting from lamos or windows would fall frontaJty on the pair 
3nd on the table. The camera was set unobstrusively in the corner 
of the room, and UgSnng and sound levels were tested (Haasner, 
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Riley arid Holmes, 1982). 

The t3Si;s involved tfii cfiild bui Idling a twer. using 36 
irreg(iflarSy shaped blocks. Before proceeding with the tasfcf the 
addlescent was blihdfolcSed. The father was instrticted chat he 
ccald help his son/daughter in any way he wished. For the first 
tasfe. the tower had to be built on a 4** X 4- square base, the 
second task cons is ted of building a tower with the sarrje telbcks, 

fi<;-nn ^ h^rrnw blOCk IS 5 5556, thi^ finp. th^ Child waS 

instructed to use only one hand wnile still blindfoldec- Five 
rtlriiutes were allotted for each of the casks. 

The vi-^et;;^pts ^rt^ cudeu by t^to crservers. Eigne of the 
i2ces were coded for intercoder re H ability. The av^erage agreement 
was 26 i. Two coding systeris were used; one dealt with verbal and 
one *^\tf) non-verDal behavior of father and child. Parental 
control benaviors thcit were assessed include-^: Dhysical help, 
ver:>al directions, or suggestions. Parental positive reinfcfrcemeht 
behaviors thcluded; positive feedback, pralsinn child* praising 
«ipprnach to task, praising placement of blocks* and encouraoement, 
'iecative reinforcemert behaviors included: criticism of approach 
^-0 task, and criticism of person. Other coded fcef:9vibrs were 
wdrhihq that block may ?aH • questions, reasoning 5r strategy* 
f.nner*s offer to help, .ind chtld*s refusal of help. For 
non-verbal behaviors* the experimenter coded the number of blocks 
(.he child chn^p nnd pl^red h:?nself» TOving blocks ;;ftcr placcrxnt. 
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touching tower and reirevihg Clocks. Ahxiet;y. tension, boredom 
and sroriing behaviors were reported; At the end of the visiti the 
exeerimenter debriefed the subjects as to the nature of the stuff?. 
Each cisild was offered S5,00 for participation. 

ResuJ ts 

Si scrimi nant function analysis (table 1 j indicates that 
or j6 Variables UScu to code tne Israel i Fafcheri;* behavior, seven 
discriminated significantly at the .05 level between the behavior of 
fathers towards sons -^nd dauqnters. Fathers of Israeli girls showed 

Insert "able 1 atiout here 

tvvice 3$ rany instances of reasoning behavior as fathers of boys. 
?^dCh«ri of 3ir1s also diri^ctDd them ivi toucnlh^ and fetellng the 
blocks, 5ave inore generiSl directions and suggestions^ showed anxiety 
twice ,ls often, touched the tower and helped build it. Fatners of 
bbys nave oirections for buiidfng, looked away from the task nore 
jften than fathers of girls. Table 1 also gives the discrirnihant 
ft;ncticrv3 ''cr the rVrer^can father-adOiescent pairs usea in tne 
edtnparisons (Hausher h Riley. 1'}S31. 

The variables found sinnificint ih cdnvanhq fathers* behavior 
towards boys and girls in Israel were used in two-way Af^OVAS in 
which one (:bnparisbh was for the adolescent's sex, the other for the 
cbuhtry. Table 2 shows that of the seven variables three show 
significant ihiteractidn effects, one is hot significant, but the 

Insert T?5le Z about here 
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rreahs show a cross-over. In ^heral, Israeli fathers treat girls 
in tfie way that Anierican fathers tend to treat boys. That is they 
are involved in th*? task with their girls^ and relate waraiy to 
them. Neither is found for fathers of boys. In contrast. American 
fathers are distant from their girls in the way thai Israeli 
f^the*^ are wltH hoys^ 

Unfortunately ho data de^cribinq neasures of achievernent were 
ebtaihed^ and so the differences descrioed above cannot be related 
to dctud] indices of actiieveTCnt. 

Pi scussioh 

The findings^ althougn significant, are both unej^pected and 
sonewn^t counterintuitive. The fact that Israeli fathers tended to 
withdraw frovn their boys, were warn, involved and somewhat anxious 
aodut their girls* perfonnar?;ce was certainly not consonant with the 
fiypotheses prooosed Before the study. One can only speculate, using 
information about Israeli culture, as to possible reasons for the 
finding {assuming^ of course, that it does hot represent artifact). 

As wa:^ noted above (Talmon, 1970) the rnod^J behavior of 
israel i fathers fs warm and cldsp; the kind of Ahglo-Saxbh reserve 
which keeps fathers from tbuehihg their children, especially their 
daughters, is certainly hot evident in Israeli families, thus the 
difference in closeness tiefweeh Israeli ihd American fathers in 
reUtioh to thefr daughters is hot unexpected. Why was this not 
observed iirrohg fathers of boys? It may be that the fifteen-year-old 
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boy on a kib&utz is vei^ much ail adults Be is only two years from 
.Military servife, has his major brientatibn towards his peers 
rather than his family » does not look to his father for guidance 
in the way American boys of the same age do. Clearly^ t?ie 
explanation proposed here, while it is cbhsbhaht with weil-khbwh 
trends in Israeli society, will have to be tested directly in future 
research. 

A final prCDlen presents itself. !f fathers in the M'bbutz 
are as .^arr. Znt :nvclved in it\eir daughters' perfbrr^nce cn a 
challeiigTrig task *s the '^urreht data suggest* why are these same 
daughters .vithdrawing fren full participation in the technical , 
professional and civic life of their corrnuni ties? Why the retreat 
to the nursery and the kitchen? Are drives to achieveTOint being 
stinulated in the family* but depressed by pressures from peers 
."ihd other role r^bdels? The need for further study is apparent. 
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Table 1 

Stepwise Discriminant Analyses of 
Ameri*can^ 

discriminant 
Step Variable ^ f - - 



1 


Questions 


-.54 


2 


Smiles 


.39 


3 


D/S^ child move block 


.66 


4 


Touches 


-.31 


5 


Gives other directions 


-.42 


6 


Interrupts 


.34 


/ 


Builds tower 


-.30 


3 


baughs 


.27 


9 


Tense 


.24 
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Father Behavior in America & Israel 
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Israeli 



Bi4cri4ninant 



Variable 




Function 


Reasons 




.75 


D/S^ child feel 


block 


.73 


D/S^ child move 


block 


.69 


B/S^ child touch 


block 


-.74 


Anxious 




;39 


Eyes off task 




.78 


Touches block 




-.65 



Classification Table 



Predicted Group Membership 
Actual Groub Mumber of cases Boys Gi rls 

American Boys 50 35 15 (39^5) 

American Girls 50 13 (262) 37 (74?) 



Israeii Boys 17 13 (76%) 4 (24*4 

israeli Girls 20 6 (302) 14 (703) 



< .05 

^29 variables 

b ■ ■ 

35 variables 
*^Si rects/Saggests 
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ftfidlysts of Variance of terican and Israeli Fattier Mmr 



toican jsraeii 



f-U-^ 1 1 


B 




Girls 


Bovs 




Girl 












directs S sjygests: 


!! 


so 


1 SD 


i 


SD 


i 


IP 


I. 

(cuiturej 1 

• 


i 

t. 

[sex) 


(Int.) 




(ihiid tetl i)ioci: 


1.26 


],n 


1.10 IJ'J 


.29 


.68 


\M 


1:55 


3.32* 


.05 


5.67* 




CliilJ i.Ove t)lucl> 


5.90 


8.10 


8.60 10.90 


3.00 


3.60 


7.10 


8.30 


16.37*** 


5.41* 


.31 




Eiiild touLli blotk 


3;2a 


3:00 


3:74 IM 


2:10 


2:20 


1:55 


2.10 


5.47** 


.15 


.48 




Koasoning 


18.30 


11.28 


16.7*') 10.20 


10.71 


6.39 


20.45 


19.30 


5.99* 


.47 


3.59* 




Anxious 


hlO 


1.30 


1.(10 1.30 


.17 


.70 


.40 


M 


5.60** 


.00 


.25 




Eyes Dff task 


.50 


1.40 


1:80 


1.64 


2.47 


.50 


.90 


1.12 


.06 


2.26 


tm 


Touches bloc'fe 




3.49 


.78 2.38 


2.70 


2.66 


5.00 


5.43 


10.55*** 


.00 


2.86* 


n 


Builds tower 


2.io 


2.50 


.38 1.80 


3.82 


3.47 


7.95 


1.28 


4.5** 


.001 


1.60 
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